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• "It is a great pleasure for me to wish you my warmest 
Aloha at the Ohona Council's First Planory Session of the 
'Aha Kupuno for the Sovereign and Independent 
Notion of Hawai 'i" 
Resolverl by the Senate and House of Repr-esent:uives of the linited Sta te of America ln Congress assembled, 
SK"uon l. Acknowledgmeorand Apology. 
The Congress -
( ll on the occnsioo of the 100th anniversary of tbe ill~al overthrow of the Kingdom of Hawai'i on Janu.ary 17,1893, 
acknowledges the hlstoricaJ significance of the event which resulted in the suppressions of the inheren t sovereignty of 
the 'forive Hawaiian people; 
(1) recognizes aod commends efforu of reconciliation imtfated by the State or Hawai'i and the United Church of 
Christ with Native H:iwajians; 
(J) 2pologi2es to 1'lative Bawailnns on behaJr of the people of the United States for the Overthrow of the Kingdom o( 
Hawai 'I on January 17, 1893 with participation of .1genu and citttens of the United StattS, and the deprivation of the 
rights of Native Hawaiians to self-determio:ulon; 
(4) e:c1>res.ses its commitment to acknowledge the ramiflc:,uions of the overthrow of the IGngdom of Hawai ' i, in 
order to provide a proper found:iuon for reconcilia tion between the United States :ind the Native Hawaiian people; 
3nd 
(5) urges the President of the United Scues to also acknowledge the raminc:itions of the Overthrow of the Kfogdom 
of Hawal'i and to support reconc-ili:ition effortS benoreen 1he United Sures and Native H3waiiao people. 
Introduction 
This educational booklet has been developed for rhe inrerested Ohana in 
understanding his or her "Rights" under the 'LAW. We are fortunate rhar. in light of che 
issues pertaining co the Sovereignty of Hawai'i, it is now commonly known that the 
Hawaiian Nation was illegally invaded and stolen from our people. We are to address these 
'Righcs, from a perspective, pursuant to well recognized Law. both United Stares 
Constitutional and lntc:marional Law. 
In Light of the issues, we have the uonosc respect for chose who wish co become 
knowledgeable about the future decerminacion of our people. We shall address every issue, as 
presented in this booklet. Of course, due: to the many differences of opinions and concerns of 
the various groups, we: have determined to focus on the Law, known as Public Law 103-150, 
l 07-Scar. 1510, co begin the education on this issue, and co assert our Rights. and to Restore 
our Nacion. 
We have no desire to conflict with other groups, nor do we desire ro imerfere wirh 
their objectives and plans, co choose their model for Sovereignty. 
There is basically on Record, a Law chat has determined char for us. We only desire co 
exercise our righrs in pursuance of our Rights by Law. We desire to fully implemenr and 
place in action the Law. Anyone desiring to panicipare in upholding the Law. and co enjoy 
rhe Rights. as accorded to chem, co Restore the Nacion. is wdcomed . 
We will also address the different cypes of models as outlined in Boyles Reports and 
cescimony, and currently being advocated by ocher groups, so a clear undemanding can be 
given co all concerned. 
We will address Hawaiian Homes Issues, Office of Hawaiian Affairs, and the 
Recendy Scace appointed Sovereignty Advisory Commission. and their roles in this 
movement. Our desire is co cell the truth, and you make the judgment, for yourselves. Thar 
is your choice of sclf-decerminacion. We respect everyone's views. We hope that chis 
information begins co open your minds and hearu, and char you become fully appraised 
about Sovereignty, so as co displace any confusio_11, and mis-understandings. as presently 
being placed within the community, by many organizations . We presenc our Views as seen in 
che eyes of the Law. 
We have found that, many people become confused by listening co other people. 
organizations and groups, but we sincerely recommend chat, 
you seek and look for the source of all your discussions. If you may so happen hear discussion 
abouc our Ohana, please call us anytime, co clarify your discussion. should you so desire co 
clear up issues concerning us.We would be happy to share knowledge, documents and 
information to you and ochers, which we have been distributing ro appraise and enlighten 
your minds. 
We sincerely hope chat the information made available can give you some insight on 
Sovereignty. Should you desire co parcicipace, please contact our Office. We also have Offices 
on all che Islands, and we would be glad co put you in contact with chem. 
Our goal and desire is to accept no less a Right then originally stolen. and can not be 
negotiated away. We accept no lesser rights then what Our Kupuna and Beloved 
Liliuokalani, srood for and demanded. Anyone that claims a lesser right. cannot interfere 
wich che Law. Of course there will be more updated information and documencs in che 
future, and this booklet is subject to change, at any given moment. We assure you-char 
should you wish to obtain updated information , contact our office. We will be glad to make 
chem available. Should you decide to contribute in che funhering of our cause. in monetary 
or volunteer work, we would be happy co accomodare you. Mahala. 
Dedicated co che Kanaka Maoli, lmua. 
In the Spirit and Blessings of Aloha, and Akua, 
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Pu'uhonua Kanahele 
Political History 
> Legislative History - Senate Joint Resolution 19, the "Apology Bllr 
• Senate Reports: # 103-125 (Select Committee on Indian Affairs) 
• Congressional Record. Vol. 139 (l 993): 
Considered and Passed Senate. October 27. 1993 
Considered and Passed House. November 15, 1993 
Signed by President Clinton. November 23. 1993 
• Enacted as U.S. Public Law 103-150, 107 Stat. 1510. 
> Legal Opinion and Testimony of Prof. Francis Anthony Boyle given 
in public address at Mabel Smyth Auditorium. December 28, 1993: 
.. .., ... 
• "Because of Public Law l 03-150. the Kaneko Maoll con now restore their 
Independent Nation of Hawai'I. as recognized under international 
law and the United Notions Charter: 
• 'The United States has now officially recognized and admitted to the Illegal 
acts of complicity (conspiracy) of 1893. and has conceded to these acts.· 
• 'What I am suggesting here is that you do not have to ask the permission 
of the United States Congress. or the State of Hawai'i. but just exercise 
your right to self-determination and do it." 
> Francis A. Boyle & Kellikul Brown draft Proclamation for Kanaka Maoli, 
December 29. 30 & 31, 1993. 
> January 16. 1994. Chana Council and other groups march from the 
Falls of Clyde to lolanl Palace. an historic day for all Kanaka Maoll ... 
• At approximately 12:00 noon, Ohana Makua and Master of Ceremonies 
laukea Bright publicly reads the Proclamation of Independence. and 
announces the 'Aha Kupuna as the Provisional Government of the 
Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawoi'i. 
> Public Notice appears on the front page of the Honolulu Advertiser. January 17. 
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"I could not predict how long this would take, what would be the consequences, how 
many states will recognize you, but I take it that the plight of the Hawaiian 
people is generally well known in the world, and there's a great deal 
sympathy . .. it might be that you would be able to obtain recognition 
quickly. And especially if you pursue this process in accordance with 
principals of peaceful, non-violent struggle. And I suh:nit that's the most 
effective technique you have today ... GaDdbi threw the mighty British Empire 
out of India without using force. People power, what we call it today . And I 
submit that the Native Hawaiian people would be able to do the same thing, 
moving in this direction and adopting tbe techniques of peaceful, non-violent 
action, which is what Gandhi called for." 
"I would certainl.y caution you against tzying to seek the sane type of treatn:ent; that 
the federal government has doled out to the Native 1'rnericane Moreover. on the 
basis of this statute. you're entitled to a lot more ... " 
" .. . an Independent Sovereign Nation State is one way a people who are 
threatened with extermination by means of genocide can attempt to protect 
themselves ... What is the best way to protect the existence of ycur people, 
as a people? ... to proclaim your own State, and then ultimately seek 
international recognition and. finally UN membership ••. " 
" ... it• s your future and that of your children and your children• s 
children that is at stake. 11 
What are the Criteria • • • How can it be done? 
'Aina 
"First, a fixed territory. and clearly we have the Hawaiian Archipelago ... 
Who's land is it? Well, from what congress seem.s to 1::e saying, it's the land of the 
Native Hawaiians. The Native Hawaiian people still have sovereignty. The 
sovereignty inheres in you. And now it is for you to decide what to do with this 
sovereignty ... the title to the land rested and still rests, under 
international law, with the Native Hawaiian people." 
Kanaka Maoli 
"Second, a population, a distinguishable population of people, the Native 
Hawaiians, those who would trace their ancestry back before the 
appearance of Europeans on these lands ••• Certainly the Hawaiian state could 
take the position that you'll set up a procedure to provide citizenship to 
all people who are habitual residents of the new State of Hawaii as of a 
certain date ... on a level of equality with everyone else." 
'Aha Kupuna 
"Third, a government, and here you have ... the Kupuna Counsel, that you've 
traditionally had. You don't need a government along the lines of the federal 
governrrent of the united States or the State of Hawai' i to haye a qovernnent. Rather 
what you need is a way to organize your people to govern your relations 
among each other, and clearly you have that." 
Pu 1 uhonua 
"And fourth, the capacity to enter into international relations, to deal with 
other states, and to keep your ccmnit:Irents . As I understand it, there are already 
states in the Westeni Pacific region that support the Native Hawaiian people and 
probably would be prepared to give you diplomatic recognition as an 
Independent State if this is your desire.. . You would probably obtain recognition 
in that capacity fran a fairly large rrurcber of states . " 










Interpretation of U.S. Public Law 103-150 under International 
and its Implications for the Restoration of the 
Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i 
- Excerpts -
Law, 
The United States of America is" ... admitting that the invasion, overthrow. 
occupation. armexation. starting in 1893. on up. violated all the treaties. violated 
basic nouns of intemational law. and the United states Constitution ... the overthrow 
of a lawful government ... Under international law when you have a violation 
of treaties of this magnitude, the World Court has ruled that the only 
appropriate remedy is restitution." 
" ... now the United States government, after one hundred years, has finally and 
officially conceded, as a matter of United States law, that Native Hawaiian 
people have the right to restore the Xndependent Nation State that you had 
in 1893 when the United States govemment came and destroyed it. And also then that 
as a matter of international law the Native Hawaiian people have the right.to go out 
ncM and certainly proclaim the restoration of that State. . . this resolut±ori clears up 
all these matters. . . You don't need to petition Congress to do it. Cocgress has 
given you everything you need right here to do it, if that's what you want 
to do. The United Nations Charter provides the rest of the authority to 
do it. 11 
"Congress is effectively conceding now that the (statehood) vote is 
meaningless, as a matter of international law and United States domestic 
law. So you're not bound by it. Rather I 'm suggesting you're ncM free to dete.nnine 
your own fate pursuant to the principal of self-detenninatian. 11 
11The State of Bawai•i, the federal government, are . .. the civilian arms of 
the military occupation authority, and ... do not have sovereign powers. 'l'he 
sovereignty resides in the people." 
11Who1 s land is it? Well, from what Congress seems to be saying, it's the 
land of the Native Hawaiians. The Native Hawaiian people still have 
sovereignty ... You can't trespass on your own land. The trespassers 
then become the State of Bawai•i, and the land developers, and the golf 
courses, and the resorts. You are simply the Native Hawaiians asserting your 
rights under international law. . . this reversal of positions • between who is the 
criminal and who is the victim. who is asserting their rights and who is violating 
their rights. has l::een effectively conceded by Congress . 11 
11 
••• these are official findings of fact and law. by the Congress of the 
United States . These findings bind all state and federal courts here in 
Bawai•i. 11 
"As a litigator before the International Court of Justice, I would be 
able to take this law to the World Court, and say, 'The United States 
government has now officially conceded that it illegally invaded and 
occupied the Kingdom of Bawai•i, and for this reason the native people of 
Bawai•i would be entitled to a restoration of their independent status as 
a sovereign nation state. 111 
Now, I've already discussed that the system of government. again the third 
requirement that you would need, and I believe you have it., for an independent state. You 
have your Kupuna system. And as I said, Congress has recognized. in the language I 
quoted to you. "A highly organized. self-sufficient. social system based on communal land 
tenure, maintaining order through mediation." That's all you need, and you have that. So 
you would simply work that out, the implications of that system on a state basis, that is the 
new Hawaiian state basis. Tnat would be the way the new Hawaiian state would be 
governed, not the current situation as you see it today. 
A.nd finally the capacity to enter into international relations. And again here, I think 
that if you were to declare an independent state you would probably obtain recognition in 
chat capacity from a fairly large number of states. I could not predict the number of states 
that would recognize you. I don't know. You would_ have the·same problems in the 
equation of the Palestinian state. We didn't know how many states would recognize the 
Palestinian state back in Am?ust of 1988. before it was created. But here it is December of 
1993, and there are 125 Slates that recognize the State of Palestine. And someday hopefully 
the state of Israel will recognize the state of Palestine. The state of Palestine already 
recognizes the state of Israel, and you can have peace and reconciliation between those two 
peoole as well. 
. ·. So I could not predict how Jong this would take. what would be the consequences. 
how many states will recognize you, but I take it that the plight of the Hawaiian people is 
generally well known in the world, and there's a great deal sympathy . For a variety of 
reasons the Palestinians have had an uohill suu22le ancf battle in obcainine that reco!?Ilition. 
So it might be that you would be able to obtain recogvition qui~k.(y. And-especially-if you 
pursue this process in accordance with principals of peaceful, non-violent struggle. And I 
submit that's the most effective technique you have today. And if you doubt me, you 
should read Gandhi's book. Saryagraha, Non-Violenr Civil Resisrance. It's abour 300 
pages long. And it explains how Gandhi threw the mighty British Empire om of India 
without using force. People power. what we call it today. And I submit that the Native 
Hawaiian people would be able co do the same thing, moving in this direction and adopting 
the techniques of peaceful, non-violent action, which is what Gandhi called for. 
Well. those conclude the comments, the formal comments I had to make this 
evening. Again, this is presented not as a solution to any problems. My assignment here 
tanight as I understood it was to sketch, briefly, one outline, one alternative, that the Native 
Hawaiian people can consider, among other alternatives that are available to you. 
Obviously you could tell by some of the comments I've made, that I had some problems 
with a few of the other alternatives that have b~n presented to you, but ultimately it is your 
choice ta make, not the choice of the United States Congress, not the choice of the State oi 
Hawai'i. and with all due resoect to the commissioners here. But it is the choice of the 
Native Hawaiian people. They have the right tof self-determination. they have the inherent 
sovereignty, and that fact has now even been recognized by the United States Congress 
itself. So it's no longer just me up here as a law professor giving you an opinion as a law 
professor. But rather the opinion I'm giving you tonight is based up these formal findings 
of fact and law by the United States Congress . 
Thank you very much. (much applause) 
[Questions and answers followed ... J 
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I take it you would reject this blood percentage that has been set up by the United 
States govemmenL 'Ibis is reminiscent of Nazi laws, that were applied to decide who was 
Aryan. And those laws in tum were panemed on laws in the American south, on 
miscegenation, who was a black and who was a white. 
The way this is normally done by most states today, a state is free t0 determine who 
its own citizens a.re. And certainly you would be free to determine that all those who could 
trace·iheir ancestors-back to 1778 would aut0matically-become citizens of the-new state. 
Now, what about those who are livinE here who are not able to trace their ancestors 
back? \\That about them? Again this is an issue that has confronted several states t0day. 
For example, in the Baltics, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, where you have large number of 
Russian citizens left behind as a result of the Russian Soviet occupation for the last 50 
years, which is about half the amowu of time-you' re dealing with. And~the Baltic states, 
the three of them have taken different approaches. For a period of time I advised the 
Republic of Lithuania under President Lansvergas (sp?), who was the hero and leader of 
their independence movement, who lost an election and the people voted the communists 
back in, so I no longer advise them. But they've taken a very generous approach t0 those 
Russians who remain. trying to integrate them into their society. 
And certainly the Hawaiian state could the position that you'll set up a procedure to 
provide citizenship to all people wpo are habirual residents of the new state of Hawai'i as of 
a certain date, which would mean those who have lived here continuously five years, ten 
years, whatever cut off point you want, two years, are also themselves entitled to become · 
citizens of this state on a level of equality with everyone else, but they have to apply for iL 
It would not be automatic, as would be the case with the Native Hawaiians, who would 
automatically become citizens . 
• .c\nd again there are precedents here in the way the Palestinians are dealing with 
this. They 100 have a diaspora population. You have large numbers of Hawaiians all over 
the world who had tO leave. Approaching it this way would enable you to allow all them 
too to claim Hawaiian citizenship, if that is the case, if that's what they want to do, and to 
return. The Palestinians did it that way. They set up a state and said, ·•we're setting up a 
state for all Palestinians everywhere in the world." So in theory those who want to be 
citizens of the state can claim it and be admined. There is also the situation that you have a 
large number of Jewish settlers living in occupied Palestine. And the Palestinians have 
taken the position that they are prepared ta accept a cel"9ll!!-number of Jewish settlers as 
citizens living in their state on a basis of equality with everyone else, provided that they are 
prepared to be peaceful and law abiding and to be treated as equals. 
So there are precedents for the new state of Hawai'i to take a similar position for 
those non-native Hawaiians who live here, and saying, 'We don't want you to leave. 
We're setting up an inclusive state. We want you to stay." And you would simply have to 
apply for citizenship in the new state. It could be done in a way that they would not have to 
renounce their U.S. citizenship if that's what the Native Hawaiians decide. That could be a 
big issue for the current generation of non-native Hawaiians living here. It probably would 
not be a big issue for the next generation. They would be Hawaiian at birth, entitled tO 
citizenship at binh, and probably whether they would claim U.S. citizenship wouldn't be 
all that importanL But for those who are here who are .U:S. citizens it would be possible to 
allow for them to become dual nationals. That is they would apply for Hawaiian 
citizenship without having to give up U.S. citiz.enship. And this would be fully consistent 
with United States law. I was born in the United States, but I applied for Irish citizenship. 
My family's Irish, and I have Irish citizenship and an Irish passporL The Irish have been 
subjected to genocide, too . We know what it's all abouL We are a diaspora people, too. 
We have people all over the world. And so we have an inclusive form of citizenship that 
allows people to claim it without having to give up whatever other citizenship they have as 
well . And the Native Hawaiian state could approach the question of citizenship in a similar 
way. 
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these people agents. So their conduct. their illegal conduct, binds the United Stares 
government. which means the United States government then, is under an obligation to 
undue the hann that was done. Bm even if they don't. the Native Hawaiian people have a 
ri!ilit to act to undue that harm. And a2ain if vou doubt about that. the rest of the sentence 
says, "The deprivation of the rights ofNative Hawaiians ro self-determination ... " So in 
other words, Congress has conceded that the Native Hawaiian people have a right to self-
determination. What does that right include? Well, as I said. self-determination of peoples 
under the U.N. Charter reads, a right co a state of your own and co membership ultimately 
someday in the United Nations organization. just like the 188 other stares that are currently 
members of the United Nations today. 
[Section] 4 expresses irs comminnent to acknowledge the ramifications. What are 
the ramifications? Well, that is the subject of my discussion tonight. If-you followed the 
analysis that I presented before, then I put forward here what I believe are the 
ramifications, the implications, of the ovenhrow of the Kingdom of Hawai'i. Now, 
whether that's the direction you want to go, that is up to you, for you to decide, nm me. 
And then again finally in the definitional section, where they talk about Native 
Hawaiians, "Any individual who is a descendant of the aboriginal people, prior to 1778. 
occupied and exercised sovereignry, in the area that now constirutes the State of Hawan:· 
Again, affirming that the native people of Hawai'i were and by implication still are the 
sovereign authority in these lands, not the state, nm the federal government. but the Native 
Hawaiian people themselves. Well, based then on this public law, and going through it 
l.ioe tiy li;ne, I would express the opinion that today the Kanaka Maoli have the right 
exe?c&· self-determination as a people in accordance with the U.X Charrer, and proclaim 
an independent state, if that is your desire. And, join the world community of states as an 
independent nation state. This also means that you have the right to determine your 
political starus, your type of governmental organization to govern yourselves through 
customary systems. And freely pursue your economic, social, cultural development in 
accordance with Article I of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rfahrs and the 
International Covenant on Economic, Sociai and Cultural Rimes. The United Scates 
government is party to that first treaty. That trear:y also recognizes the right of Native 
Hawaiians to freely dispose of your narural wealth and resources, without prejudice to 
obligations arising out of international economic cooperation. This is your land. These are 
your narural resources. Whatever powers are exercised by the state and federal government 
are those of a colonial occupation military regime. But the sovereignty still resides in the 
hands of the Native Hawaiian people. You have the territory necessary for a State. The 
Hawaiian Archipelago, the lands that you had before the invasion of 1873, you would be 
entitled to claim a 12 mile territorial sea and a 200 mile exclusive economic zone, in 
accordance with customary international law and the Law of rhe Sea Treary of 1982. 
The second requirement of an independent State are the people. And, again 
Congress has recognized the Kanaka Maoli people are a group of people with sovereignty, 
sovereign powers. You have lived here forever. You are the original inhabitanrs and 
occupanrs of these islands. You have always been in possession of your land. And so you 
would be entitled to reestablish an independent sovereign nation state in that land. 
Possession is nine tenths of the law. You're still here, you're still living in your homes, 
you are still occupying your land. And it might be true that the state and federal 
governments are illegally dispossessing you. But you are still going back in there, you're 
still building settlementS, you're still occupying it. and your staying there. And that's all 
that international law requires, and as I have suggested, that certainly is your right under 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 
Who would be your citizens? Well certainly the citizens would be those who are 
descendants of the Kanaka Maoli. who occupied and exercised sovereignty in Hawaii, 
prior to the Europeans in 1778. You would trace your ancestor back. Again, it would be 




difficulty at all in convincing the World Court that genocide has been practiced by the 
United States government against native Hawaiians. Now, that's bad enough, but where 
does that lead you? I submit where it leads you is back to the creation of a Stace. One of 
the few and only proteerions a people have from being extenninated by means of genocide. 
is their own state and ultimately United Nations membership. 
This is what happened to the Jews, right? From 1939 to 1945. They did not have 
a state. They did not have membership in the League of Nations. So evecyone:looked..the 
other way and they were extenninated and wiped out Today the siruation is being replayed 
in respect to the Bosnians. The Bosnias do have a stare and they do have U.N. 
membership and it is the one thing they have that is keeping them from going the same way 
as the Jews. And the Palestinians recognize this, too. That they had to proclaim a state, in 
order to proteet themselves from be being annihilated . .So a state,•an independent.sovereign 
nation state is one way a people who are threatened with extermination by means of 
genocide can attempt to protect themselves. And according to the statistics that Kekune 
Blaisdell presented to the San Francisco Tribunal that native Hawaiian people are threatened 
with extinction by the year 2030. So this is something that has to be given very serious 
consideration. What is the best way to proteet the existence of your people, as a people? Is 
it to accept the same status as Native Americans, which I guess Secretary Babbin is 
considering graciously giving you? Or is it to proclaim your own state. and then ultimately 
seek international recognition and finally UN. membership? Again, this is for you to 
decide. You have to consider the alternatives because ultimately it's your furore and that of 
your children and your children's children that is at stake. 
Now in the final "whereas" clause, they say, "It is proper and timely for Congress 
to acknowledge the historic significance of the illegal ovenhrow." Before then they only 
talked about an overthrow, they didn't concede it was illegal. although it violated all these 
treaties, but now they say it is illegal. So in other words. they're agreeing with what I'm 
telling you. It was illegal. If you had any doubt, now even congress is agreeing. It was 
an illegal ovenhrow. 11 had no validity at all The fruitS of this overthrow are entitled to no 
recognition as being valid today. And that calls into question title to all the land here. 
Who's land is it? Well, from what congress seems to be saying to me its the land of the 
Native Hawaiian people . 
Then they talk about reconciliation efforu, suppon the reconciliation eff oru. Well, 
of course I'm in favor of reconciliation. But there• s more to it thaIUhat. Again, under 
international law, if you have a violation of this nature the appropriate remedy is not simply 
reconciliation, apology or reparations, but restirution. That is, to sef right the harm that had 
been done. To restore the siruation to what it had been before the violation in 1893 . . .c\nd 
there is a very famous case by the World Court, the Horsen Facro (sp?) case, would be the 
authority for this. So in other words, sure. have reconciliation. But what.about 
restoration? That clearly is what you're entitled to. 
Now we get to this Section 1, Acknowledgment and Apology . Again, they repeat, 
·•mega! overthrow," so it's not simply me interpreting the significance of the various 
whereas clauses, but now in the operative provision of the starute, resolved by the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States of America. in Congress and Senate, 
and signed by the PresidenL This was an illegal ovenhrow. "Acknowledges the historical 
significance of this event which was ultimately the suppression of the inherenr 
sovereignty." So notice what they're saying. The Native Hawaiian people srill have 
sovereignty . The sovereignty inheres in you. J\nd now it is for you to decide what to do 
with this sovereignty. Because the state of Hawai 'i the federal government., are as I said, 
the civilian arms of the military occupation authority . And military occupation authority do 
not have sovereign powers. The sovereignty resides in the people. J\nd that is clearly the 
implication of Section 1 of the operative provision of the stam1e. 
Paragraph 3 apologizes for the overthrow, "W ith the participation of agents of the 
United States." Again, if you had any doubt about what I was telling you before, about 
the U.S. government being responsible for the actions of its ministers , they've now called 
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beinl? of themselves and their familv, includim? food, clochim?, housin2, medical care and 
necessa.rv social services." Thev have a ri2:ht to have housin2, that's clear. The Stare of 
Hawai'i has no right to throw you Out of your own homes, even if those homes are nothing 
more than tenlS on a beach, they' re still your homes. \Vhere is their right now, if they ever 
had any, after the passage of this act? I don't see it. It's not longer there. The same way 
with respect with the attempt to destroy your temples. Places of worship. Article 18 of the 
Declaration:. "Everyone has the right to freedom of thought. conscience, and religion. This 
right includes freedom to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice. worship. and 
observance." So where is the right of the Stare of Hawai'i, or a re:il estate developer. or a 
reson developer, to destroy any of your temples. when these are your temples, this is your 
land, your right to worship is guaranteed in the Universal Declaration. I don't see that right 
any more. and indeed it will be very hard for them to argue that right now that this law has 
been passed. I won't go through the applicability of all the Universal Declaration of 
Human Ri!!hts to the activities of Native Hawaiians here in relations of state and federal 
governmenrs. Again I'd encourage you to get this from .AJnnesty International. They have 
them available. Read through it. and understand what your rightS are, and proceed to 
assert them in vour dealin2s with the stare and federal 2overnment 
.. Whereas, the Con2ress annexed Hawai 'i and-vested title co lands in Hawai'i in the 
United Scares." Clearly illegal. We've already seen it The annexation was invalid. You 
can't get title from the Republic of Hawai'i because they never had title in the first place. 
They hag no sovereignty. They were nothing more than a military occupation power. and a 
military occ_1.1parion power cannot validly transfer title to land. Again. black lener 
international law. That is why today the United States government condemns the 
settlements in occupied Palestinian land. Settlements are illegal. You can't transfer title, 
the occupying power can't sell land legally. I mean they can do it. but that doesn't make it 
lawful. It's invalid. It is illegal. So an occupying power can· t sell land, they don· t control 
title. sovereigmy. They can administer. but that's all arguably, they can do. and in theory. 
thev're obli2ed to leave. not to stav. 
· "Whereas. the Newlands .Resolution effected the transaction between the Republic 
of Hawai'i and the United States government." Again, it's entitled to no validity at all, 
since it's based on an illegal invasion. violation of treaties, violation of principal of [Latin]. 
We could be here all night discussing violations of law that accrued as a result of this. 
And again they admit, "'The indigenous Hawaiian people never directly relinquished 
their claims to inherent sovereignty through a plebiscite or a referendum." This gets back 
co the question of what happened, back in, what '59, right? What validity was that entitled 
to? Well now Congress is saying, "None ." And I would say even before this, none, 
because you didn't have a plebiscite conducted by the United Nations organization itself, 
which would have been a requirement if Article 73 of the UN Charter had been carried out 
The U.S. didn't do that. So Congress is effectively conceding now that the so called vote 
is meaningless, as a maner of inrernational law and United States domestic law. So you're 
not bound by it Rather I'm suggesting you're now free to derermine your own fate 
pursuant to the principal of self-derermination people in Article 1, paragraph 2 of the United 
Nations Charter. • r 
Let me skip down. Again, I don't want to go through all this, take up all your rime. 
"Whereas, the long-range economic and social changes in Hawai'i over the 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries have been devastating to the population and to the 
health and well-being of the Hawaiian people." Well that's an understatement The 
Hawaiian people have been subjected to the international crime of genocide, as determined 
and defined by the 1948 Genocide Convention, and the 1987 Genocide Convention 
Implememation Act, the Proxmire Resolution. That is clear. That was one of the findings 
of the San Francisco Tribunal. That was one of the key findings of the tribunal held here 
this summer concerning Hawai'i [Ka Ho' okolokolonui Kana.ka Maoli]. And I submit. 
having argued genocide myself to the International Court of Justice, and having convinced 
them that genocide is going on in Bosnia-Herzegovina, I personally would have no 
-9-
they put themselves at war with your people. Now they ~ve annexed it. but the annexation 
has no validity under international law. If as part of the peace treaty between Hawai'i and 
the United States you want to concede them some land that's up to you, that's your choice. 
Or if you want to give them operating facilities for a base upon the payment of funds and 
rem or something, that's for you to decide, but now they have effectively in this law 
invalidated the entire annexation. The whole legal basis for it has now been invalidated. 
And I was pointing this out to Judge Nakea this afternoon. Ihhe annexation of the 
land is invalid, then where does the title come from, who has title to the land? It's the 
Native Hawaiian people who retain title to the lands of Hawai'i, as a matter of international 
law. Noc the federal government, not the state government, but the people themselves. 
That's the implication here, certainly as I read this section, as an international lawyer. And 
again these finding of fact and conclusions of·law -are now officially-set forth.by Congress, 
so it's only one step, as I'm trying 10 point out here. What are the implications then of 
these findings of fact and conclusions oflaw? Certainly as I see it, I'm trying to spell out 
line by line what the implications are. · 
So again, "The Newlands Resolution, the Republic of Hawai'i ceded sovereignty 
over the Hawaiian Islands to the United.States." But again the.Republic of Hawai'i never 
had sovereignty over the Hawaiian Islands. We've already determined that the so called 
Republic of Hawai'i was the civilian occupying ann of a military occupation authority . It 
had no sovereignty. Military occupation forces. even though they are there and are present, 
do not exercise sovereignty over the territories they occupy . Sovereignty remains in the 
hands of the displaced sovereign. This is black letter international law. This is the issue at 
stake in the Middle East peace negotiations between the Israelis and Palestinians. The 
Israelis do not have sovereignty over the West Bank, the Gaza strip, and East Jerusalem. 
They're a military occupation authority. They exercise administrative powers, but they do 
not have sovereignty. They never had. The sovereignty remains in the hands of the 
Palestinian people, and they have proclaimed a state. Again I submit there is a parallel here 
for Native Hawaiian people. Sovereignty resides in your hands. ,A.nd this so-called 
Republic never had sovereignty to cede to the United States, and that's pretty clear just 
reading through the resolution and moving one step forward from the analysis set forth 
here. 
"The Republic of Hawai'i also ceded 1,800,000 acres of crown, government, and 
public-•~al'l~ds of the Kingdom of Hawai'i, without the consent ·or compensation of the 
Native .Hawaiian people, or their sovereign govemmenL .. Once again, they had no 
authority to do this, for the reasons I've already spelled out here. The government of the 
Republic of Hawai'i was a military occupation authority, the civilian arm, without any 
sovereign claims to the land under the laws of military occupation. the laws of war, and so 
there was nothing to cede, they had no power to cede anything. And the title then,--to the 
land, rested and still rests. under international law, with the Native Hawaiian people. 
Again I was trying to point this out this afternoon to Judge Nakea. How can it be 
said that the Graces trespassed on their own land? You can't trespass on your own land. 
(applause ) And the trespassers then become the State of Hawai'i, and the land developers, 
and the 2olf courses, and the resons. So what this statute does is point out that the whole 
situatiori"""is completely turned around on its head. It now changes the whole way certainly 
that these authorities should be looking at the matter. They're the trespassers and the 
criminals. You are simply the Native Hawaiians asserting your rights under international 
law. And now this arrangement, as it were, this reversal of positions. between who is the 
criminal and who is the victim, who is asserting their righcs and who is violating their 
rights, has been effectively conceded by Congress. 
And in this regard I'd encourage all Native Hawaiians to know what are your 
rights . Get a copy, a little hand copy of the Universal Declaration of Human Righcs, and 
carry it around with you. (Holds up booklet) Your rights are in here. With respect to 
what Bumpy Kanahele and his people are doing out on the beaches, in the settlements. 
Article 25, ''Everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the health and well-
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The law goes on. where Congress admits thac. ·'Without the acnve suppon and 
intervention by the United Scates the insurrection would have failed for lack of popular 
suppon and insufficiem arms." .A.nd I was reading this little letter by the fellow who traces 
his ancestry back to one of the missionaries who pulled this thing orf saying. "Well. in 
saying you know, we should smp," Twigg something or other. the newspaper guy 
[Thursron Twigg-Smith], '"and say that we should stop all this debate, these are real 
genuine patriots, etcetera, etcetera. and of course they were entitled co do what they did." 
Well. apparently he didn't bother to read the law. Okay, he can say whatever he wants. but 
Congress has now made it very clear what happened. And he can argue till the cows come 
home but this is now the law. He'd better read iL And in fact Con2ress has condemned 
what his ancestors had done. And now the simple question is, "Where do the Native 
Hawaiian people want to go from here?" . 
Well aeain, "The U.S. Nlinister raised the flaiz and declared Hawai'i to be a 
protectorate of the United Stares." Well. of course that's nonsense. They didn · t protect 
anything, did they? There was no need co protect Hawai'i. what, from itself, from its own 
people? Who was threatening Hawai'i at that time? It was the United Stares. They needed 
protection from the United Scares. so this is absurd. It's entitled to no legal validity at all at 
the time, or even now, and that's basically what Congress is saying. 
Again. the Blount Report: "Military representatives had abused their authority and 
were responsible for the change in governmenL" Again, they admit thaL that they acted 
illegally under international law. Bue an admission is not enough. The implication, then. 
of tJie~ admissions, by Congress, by the Bloum committee, then is that there must be 
restiivtidn . The Hawaiian people have a right to be returned to the situation they were in, 
as of January 17, 1893. This is their right if that's what they wanL They disciplined the 
).1inisrer and forced him to resign his commission. Well, they should have done thaL of 
course they should have. but that should nm have been the end of the process. The 
overthrow should have been reversed. They had the authority to do it. the Preside:1t could 
have done it if he had wanted to, he just didn't do ir. So this is simply eye wash here. It's 
mce that they finally conceded these points. but it's not enough under international law. 
Now I don't know how the Native Hawaiians feel about iL I suspect maybe they'd 
agree with me that it's cenainly not enough. Where it should lead from here you know is 
another issue, but again I'm trying co point out line by line that this resolution clears up all 
these maners, all debate, all argument. and it makes it very clear you have a right of 
restaration, of restirution, co proclaim your state. And you don't need the permission of 
Congress to do this . Congress might not like it. but they're kmd of sruck with their own 
law, are they not? 
The message to Congress by President Oeveland. Well again, he admitted all this, 
·~An act of war, committed with the participation of a diplomatic representative of the 
United States and without authority of Congress." C1e:irly admitting that this was illegal 
behavior of the most heinous type. "A substantial wrong was done, calling for the 
restoration of the Hawaiian monarchy." Now of course that wasn't done, but that doesn't 
change the legal situation that today, a hundred years later, you have a right to restore it 
yourselves, if that's what you want to do. You don't need to petition Congress to do iL 
Congress has given you everything you need right here to do it, if that's what you want to 
do. And the United Nations Chaner provides the rest of the authority to do iL 
Now, again I won't go through all of the paragraphs here 'cause I take it all of you 
have read it. The New lands Joint Resolution provided for the annexation of Hawai'i. 
Where's the authority for this? None. They stole the land, invaded the country, displaced 
the government. and now they annex iL Tiris issue was addressed by the Nuremberg 
Tribunal in 1945, where the Nazi government tried to maint.ain that some of the annexations 
of foreign territory that it had undertaken before and during the Second World War were 
entitled co legal recognition, and the Nuremberg Tribunal itself in 1945 said, "'No, 
annexations are invalid, prior to the conclusion of a peace treaty ." The United Stares 
government. the President's conceded they've engaged in acts of war, they're occupying. 
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use of the word "invade." Today we like to use euphemisms such as .. incursion," iiebt? 
That's another word for invasion. But here they call an invasion and invasion, 11gbt?b° --~? :/ _ 
That's what it was, a clearly illegal act. an invasion in violation of treaties and international,.· t_, . : .• 
aereement, an invasion in violation of international law, and the United States Constitution, · 
the overthrow of a lawful government And again, under international law when you have 
a violation of treaties of this magnitude, the World Coun has ruled that the only appropriate 
remedy is restitution. Damages are not enough, reparations are"Dot enough, that is the 
payment of money, or giving you an island over here and saying, "Here, you can have that 
island:' No, restitution, to restore what you once had, that is the Kingdom of Hawai'i. 
your independent nation state. This is the appropriate remedy, if that is what you want, for 
what was done. 
Now it goes on from here, reciting the sorry history of what happened, the 
establishment of the provisional government Well, that's not entitled to any legitimacy at 
all. It was imposed by raw, naked, brutal military force, at the point of a bayonet, gunboat 
diplomacy, by the United States Government just as was practiced in many other countries. 
only here now Congress is finally admitting this. 
And again, pointing out in the next paragraph, that the establishment of this 
provisional government was without the consent of the Native Hawaiian people or the 
lawful 2overnment of Hawai 'i and v.iolated all of the international treaties and agreements. 
So under international law, you would not call this a provisional government _:I certainly 
wouldn't call it that - you would call it a government of military occupation. And 
cenainly I would suggest that would be an appropriate way to think about iL That is , you 
had military forces here and then you had a civilian arm of the military occupying regime . 
You see the same thing 10day in the occupied Palestinian lands, where you have the 
Israeli occupying forces here [gesruring t0 his right] and they have then set up a civilian 
arm of their military occupational authorities to administer the civil affairs of the Palestinian 
people. These maners by the way are currently the subject of the negotiations between the 
PLO and Israel today, about the withdrawal of 1), the civilian military occupation arm . and 
then 2), the military occupation forces themselves. A.nd indeed the September 13 
agreement signed by Arafat and Rabin calls for the dissolution of the civilian occupation 
arm and then the withdrawal of the military occupation forces themselves. 
So I submit that this provisional government is really the civilian arm of a military 
occupation force, and that then is the predecessor to the C\llTc.111 government of Ha,,wa-1-that 
administers you today. Again, following the implications of the public law, that the s_tate 
government of Hawai'i occupies a similar pos ition. And then of course you have federal 
occupying military forces here keeping it in power. Again. somewhat similar t0 the 
arrangement you have in Palestinian lands . 
We then come to the very famous statement by your Queen . "That I yield to the 
superior force of the United States of America," and you are aware of the rest of the 
language . Well, she made it very clear here that this statement and her later abdication was 
procured under duress and force . In other words, it could not be treated by anyone as a 
valid surrender of sovereignty by the Native Hawaiian people at all And she made that 
very clear in this language. So in other words she was simply bowing to superior power, 
but not as a maner of right or of law. 
And I've done a similar thing myself in the Bosnia case in the world coun, where I 
pointed out in a file communicating with the World Conn, that the so-called Olen-
Soltenburg plan to panition the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina, was concluded, or 
arguably still might be concluded, by means of threats and duress. compulsion and 
coercion . and therefore was invalid, would be invalid, under international law, and the 
Vienna Convention on the law of treaties . 
This type of behavior still goes on today . But your Queen . a very powerful person, 
made that clear, that she was simply yielding to superior force, and thus preservmg ·the 
rights of her people for the future, their right of self-determination, their right to restoration 
of their sovereignty. 
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,. 
numbers of Native Americans see iL That was the purpose of the San Francisco Tribunal. 
and then rd encourage you. if you haven't seen that tape. have a look at that tape. So 
whatever you do. I would certainly caution you against trying to seek the same type of 
cre:ianem that the federal government has doled out to the Native .A.mericans, because we 
know where that will lead. Moreover, on the basis of this starure, you' re entitled to a lot 
more than what they give the Native .A.rnericans. And that's not to say that. in my opinion, 
the Native Americans aren't also entitled to establishing themselves as independent nations, 
if that is their desire. But the difference here is that you· re right to do this, the predicate to 
do this, has now been recognized by the United States Congress itself. Whereas the 
Con2ress has never reco!mized this for Native Americans. A.nd I doubt the U.S. Con2ress 
ever-will. because if they-did that, they would eliminate the whole basis of pseudo- -
legitimacy upon which the United StateS Congress restS, land. title. and everything else . 
And I doubt very seriously that they'll want to do that 
The next paragraph: "From 1826 to 1893, the United Stares recognized the 
independence of the Kingdom of Hawai'i, extended full and complete diplomatic 
reco1mirion to the Hawaiian Government, entered into treaties and conventions to eovern 
commerce and navigation," and friendship . Now they didn·t put the word .. friendship" in 
there. I guess they wanted to delete it. but the treaty was friendship. commerce, and 
navigation. So here they're admitting that the invasion. overthrow, occupation. 
annexadon, starting in 1893, on up, violated all these treaties, violated basic nonns of 
international law, even in existence at that time. and that was a preny bad time, one must 
admiL You had states g~ing to war, people killing each other, 1he strong doing what they 
will, the weak suffering wJ:iaf they must. preny much like toda~in the New World Order. 
But again, here, the Unitetl States Congress taldng the position, .. Yes, this behavior was 
ille2al under international law even in accordance with the minimal standards at that time." 
And a!!ain this distin!?U.ishes the case of the Native Hawaiians from the ~ative Americans, 
where -they have yet co admit that there was anything wrong under international law with 
the way they treated the ~ative Americans, and if you read all the supreme coun cases, they 
say, ··well, this is just the right of conquest, and those were the rules in existence at chat 
time." But what they're saying here is ... ~o. this was nocjust a question of right of 
conquest, but treaty violations." They were violated. It violated international law. It even 
violated the cenns of the United States Constitution at the time where treaties were the 
"supreme law of the land." So again. legally you're in a much different/bener siruation 
than Native Americans. 
The section on the Congregational Church - well, as I understand it. there is an 
attempt being made to have reconciliation. I'll skip over that one. 
"On January 14. 1893, John L. Stevens, the U.S. Minister, conspired with a small 
gr;>Up of ,non-Hawaiian residentS.of the Kingdom of Hawai'i.. including citizens of the 
United States, to ovenhrow the indigenous and lawful government." So again, they 
concede that the government of the Kingdom of Hawai'i was the lawful government at that 
time, and that an official agent of the United States government conspired to ovenhrow the 
government of Hawai'i. So the United States government is bound by the actions of itS 
agent, of itS Minister. And so they can't say, "Well, he did it, and later on we condemned 
what he did.,. You know the President did shed a crocodile tear or two over what he did, 
did he not, right? There was a statement, whatever. That's not enough. Of course it isn' L 
If the Minister did it. it's just the same as the President doing it There's no difference. 
The president is bound by the actions of his Minister. And the United States government 
was bound by the actions of the Minister. So it was the United States government that 
conspired to ovenhrow the lawful government of the Kingdom of Hawai'i. Again. an 
internationally illegal act at the rime it was done. 
The next paragraph continues, .. Pursuant to the conspiracy naval representatives 
called armed forces of the United States to in:vade the sovereign Hawaiian nation on 
January 16, 1893, and to position themselves near the Hawaiian government buildings and 
the [Iolani] Palace to intimidate the Queen [Liliuokalani] and her government" Notice the 
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Hawai'i, for the last hundred years, has been nothing more than an illegal, colonial, 
military occupation regime. 
The next sentence goes on. and here remember it's important when reading through 
this act, the so-called whereas clauses. These are official findings of fact and law. by the 
Congress of the Unired States. These findings bind all state and federal courts here in 
Hawai'i. And again I was pointing this out this afternoon to Judge Nakea with respect to 
the case of Mike and Sandra Grace, that the conn and judges are bound by these findings 
of fact They can no longer be contested or denied. They' re swck with them. 
"Whereas, prior to the arrival of the first Europeans in 1778, the Native Hawaiian 
people lived in a highly organized, self-sufficient. subsistent social system, based on 
communal land tenure, with a sophisticated language, culture, and religion." That 
concedes that Native Hawaiians at that time and as of today·still--have the one-requirement 
for an international state, wruch I mentioned, a government You had a means tO govern 
yourselves as a people. Congress has effectively conceded it right there. It still is in 
existence t0day. And this is a type, a system of government that is historically separate and 
apart from the State of Hawai'i or the United States federal government It is still there, it 
still works today. I've seen it since I arrived here on Sunday with my visits-with Bumpy 
and the Ohana Council, the people of Hawai'i providing shelter. food, housing, education, 
dispute settlement procedures and mechanisms. The types of things that you did a hundred 
years ago, before the U.S. invasion, to some extent you're still doing today, and it would 
simply be a question of expanding those types of functions that you provide to your own 
people. 
In the state of Palestine. this is building the state from the ground up, where the 
Palestinian people rejected panicipation, acquiescence, collaboration, with Israeli military 
occupation forces, and proceeded to provide social services to their ov.'Il people: health. 
education, judges, dispute settlement. whatever. That is building the state from the ground 
up. That's how you build a state. No one is going to give it to you. I doubt very 
seriously that the U.S. Congress tomorrow is just going to pass a statute and give you a 
state and say, .. Here." Rather you go out and say, ''We're creating our state. There it is. 
and we ask you to recognize the state, and then the consequences from there." 
The next sentence: "'Whereas, a unified monarchical government of the Hawaiian 
Islands was established in 1810 under Kamehameha L the first King of Hawai 'i." Again. 
Congress adm.itted, ·you had a government. You had a state. It was there. It was viable 
and functioning. It was internationally active. This was nat a situation that the U.S. 
government maintains with respect to Native Americans. Now here they're wrong, too. 
They maintain that Native Americans did not have a swes type srrucrure that they had to 
recoenize, because it was somewhat different from the strucwres of e:ovemrnem that 
Europeans brought to the North American continent We know they're wrong. The Native 
Americans did have a governing strucrure. It's just the Europeans didn't want to recognize 
it and wanted to steal the land. 
But putting that aside, you're in a very different siwation here from Native 
Americans, because now Congress has conceded what they will not concede for the Native 
Americans, that you..had a state, that it was a state justl.ike any other state in existence at 
that time, just like the United States of America. and was entitled to as much respect and 
dignity, and Congress has now conceded this point. That's why when I read in the 
newspaper on Monday about this visit by the Secretary of the Interior Babbitt. and his 
question, "Should Native Hawaiians become treated by the federal government like the 
Native Americans?" And my response to reading that is, "Why would you want to do 
that?" Those of you who had a chance to view the tape of the San Francisco Tribunal -
and I encourage those who haven't seen it to watch it, Kekune has it. Kekune panicipated 
-you'll see that Native Americans are up ~gainst genocide and extermination. That's the 
policy of the federal government, with respect to Native Americans. · So I don't understand 
why Native Hawaiians would want to buy into a system and be treated in the system in a 




So that being said as preliminary, introducrory remarks, I'd like to go through the 
pubiic law on a line by line basis and give you my analysis of iL And indeed I would 
encourage all of you. as Native Hawaiians, t0 study this. It makes it very clear what 
happened to you. And this is now officially recognized as a matter of United States 
domestic law. You should be able to take this law any time you're in coun and haul i[ ou[ 
and show it to the judge and the jury, and say, '"This is the law; chis is what has happened 
to me and my people, and I am basing my conduct. whatever I am doing, on the basis of 
this law. It cannot be denied any more. And indeed, as a litigator before the International 
Coun of Justice, I would be able co take this law to the World Coun, and say, 'Toe United 
States government has now officially conceded that it illegally invaded and occupied the 
Kinedom of Hawai'i, and for this reason the native people of Hawai'i would be entitled to 
a restoration of their independent status as a sovereign nation state, to go back to what they 
were before the U.S. invasion, to undo the damage that had been done." 
Now this is styled as a apology, and one might say, yes, an apology is cenainly 
here and it's long overdue. But its also not enough. When a government commits a severe 
violation of international law, as happened here, they just don't apologize and walk away. 
Damages are required, reparations, and in extraordinary circumstances, restitution. that is 
co return the situation to what it was before the violation. Especially when you have a 
treaty violation and in the case of the Kingdom of Hawai'i. there were three treaties on 
point, in law, with the United States government that were violated by means of the 
invasion. This violated international law at the time, the basic principal [latin terminology 
for] treaties must be obeyed. It even violated the terms of the United Scates Constitution at 
that time. Treaties were the "supreme law of the land," and the invasion and annexation of 
Hawai'i in violation of those treaties not only violated international law, but the United 
States Constitution itself. 
So an apology is certainly a start. but we really now have to deal with the 
consequences. What are the implications of this apology, of this law? And chat is the topic 
of what rm speaking here tonight. what might be some of the implications of this law. 
And indeed, the implications, I submit, are what you, the Hawaiian people, are going to 
make of this. It is for you to decide the implications, not the congress, not the Seate of 
Hawai'i government. but the Hawaiian people, pursuant to your right of self-
detennination. What will be the implications of this, as you see it? What do you want? 
It's clear then, they admined in the law that they overthrew the Kingdom of 
Hawai'i A clearly illegal act, under the standards of international law in existence at that 
time, no question or doubt about iL 
In a meeting this morning, this afternoon. I was speaking with Judge Nakea on 
behalf of the Graces, and he said, .. Well, yes, but in the United States law and the United 
States government has always been able to extinguish the right of native peoples, and the 
Supreme Court has seen nothing wrong with thaL" I said, "Well, that might be the case 
with respect tO Native Americans living in the United States, but here in Hawai'i you're in 
a very different situation. You had these three treaties, one of which was a treaty of 
friendship, and commerce and navigation, that established good relations between two 
sovereign states, and they violated that, too." And this issue, a treaty of this nature, came 
up most recently in the World Coun in the Nicaragua case, when the World Court 
condemned the United States government for violating a treaty of friendship, commerce, 
and navigation. from mining the harbors in Nicaragua And certainly the World Conn can 
do the same thing for overthrowing a monarch. and overthrowing and destroying an entire 
sovereign nation state. And here then you have the Congress of the United States of 
America admitting that in one of its own laws. And that's very clear, this admission, what 
we lawyers call an "admission against interesL" They have admitted what they did, and 
they have then opened this Pandora's Box. How should this be remedied? And again the 
one point to keep in mind here is that it is now for the Hawaiian people tO decide the 
appropriate remedy, not the Congress. They're the criminals. They've admitted what 




votes to be admitted to the United Nations organization as a sovereign independent nation 
state, and yet it is the threat of a United States veto that had prevented the admission of the 
state into the United Nations organization. But even then this has not prevented the vast 
majority of the states in the world from recognizing the existence of their state. And even 
most of Europe would accord them formal de jour diplomatic recognition if not for pressure 
brought to bare by the United States government, and so many of the European states. 
which are the last holdouts, are today according them dejacw recognition as an 
independent state, that is they are treating them as if they are an independent state without 
fonnally coming out and announcing it 
So this is one model to consider that I'll discuss. Not that the plight of the 
Palestinians are on all fours with Native Hawaiians, but there too you have a situation of 
massive violations of fundamental -human rights, people living under a.regime of military 
occupation. In their case for the last forty-five years, in your case for the last 100 years. 
So I'll be discussing some of the parallels with that process, and what could be the Native 
Hawaiian process in the event that you were to decide to move in that direction. 
And understand I'm not here to survey all of the possibilities you might have. I'm 
prepared to comment on them. There are other things you could consider- autonomy, 
returning to Article 73 status at the United Nations, semi-sovereignty - there are various 
different types of starus. But again from my perspective, this is the route that other people 
in your situation have chosen to go, and there is ample authority and precedent under 
international law for the Native Hawaiians to decide to move in that direction. 
Now let me start by saying that, how can this be done. why can you do it? That is, 
what I am suggesting is that you not ask the pennission of the United States Congress to 
declare independence, but rather you exercise your right of self-determination, that has 
been afforded to you, the Hawaiian people, by the United Nations Charter, in panicularly 
.tu-ticle 1. paragraph 2. "The purposes of the United Nations are to develop friendly 
relations among nations based on respect for the principal of equal rights and self-
determination of peoples. and to take other appropriate measures to strengthen universal 
peace." Now, if you were to do this, or consider doing this, there are four characteristics, 
requirements for the creation of an independent state, and I submit, as I'll point ouc as I go 
through the analysis, that the Native Hawaiian people, kanaka maoli, have all the 
requirements you need to go ahead and do this if this is your choice. if this is your 
decision. ,,· .,._,. .· -: 
First. a fixed territory, and clearly we have the Ba~g..iian Archipelago. Second. a 
population, a distinguishable population of people, the Native Hawaiians. those who 
would trace their ancestry back before the appearance of Europeans on these lands. Third. 
a government, and here you have your communal structures, the kupunas, Kek.7llle 
Blaisdale, my friend, and the k.7lpunacounsel, that you've traditionally had. You don't 
need a government along the lines of the federal government of the United States or the 
State of Hawai'i to have a government Rather what you need is a way to organize your 
people to govern your relations among each other, and clearly you have that And fourth, 
the capacity to enter into international relations, to deal with other states, and to keep your 
commitments, and as I understand it. there are already states in the Western Pacific region 
that suppon the Native Hawaiian people and probably wonld be prepared to give you 
diplomatic recognition as an independent state if this is your desire. And I also suspect, 
like the Palestinians, there would be a large number of states, cenainly in the third world, 
that have come out of a colonial. situation, in Latin America. Africa, and Asia. that would 
also be prepared to recognize you as an independent state. and enter into diplomatic 
relations with you. Whether you would someday be allowed into the United Nations of 
course would depend on the U.S. veto, but even there, the U.S. veto does not go on 
forever. Eventually they lifted the veto on the admission of Viemam to the United Nations 
despite the enormous hostility towards the people of Viemam and Vietnam became a 
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Addressing the Sovereignty Advisory Commission 
in Re2ard to the 
Restoration 
of the 
Independent Nation State of Hawai 'i 
under 
International Law 
[\Vhat follows is a verbattum transcription of address.] 
I'm very happy to be here this evening with you, and I'm very honored that the 
Sovereigmy Commission would invite me to come and speak this evening. I also want to 
-express my gratirude to Bumpy Kanahele and the members oi the Ohana Council who have 
been serving as my sponsors here, for the week that I'm here. (appfause) 
Now as I understand it the Sovereignty Commission is looking into models, 
examples, ·of where the native people of Hawai 'i can go in light ei the same legislation that 
has been a,;lopted and also in now light of the recent federal stan,ue mat has just been signed 
in to law by President Clinton. And I've been asked to discuss here tonight to.discuss one 
particular model, for the future for Native Hawaiian people tO consider. Understand I was 
noc invited here to go through all the possibilities that you might have. I'm happy to 
comment on some of them if you have questions and give you my opinion about them. 
And understand its not for me to tell Native Hawaiian people what to do. You have to 
decide for yourselves. But., one thing I can do is to describe a particular vision of the 
future, how you might go about achieving it. what would be the consequences, what 
would be the basis of authority for doing it, particularly in light of public law 103-150 
signed by President Clinton. 
When I read the public law for the first time, the first thought that occurred to me is 
that now the United States government, after one hundred years, has finally and officially 
conceded, as a matter of United States law, that Native Hawaiian people have the right to 
restore the independent nation state that you had in 1893 when the United States 
government came and destroyed it And also then that as a matter of international law the 
Native .Hawaiian people have the right to go out now and certainly proclaim the restorarion 
of that state. I'm not talking about the State of Hawai'i as pan of the United States of 
America Rather I am talking about an independent state under international law. and 
ultimately someday a member of the United Nations organization and other international 
organizations. 
·Now here there is a recent example that had been pursued by the Palestinian people 
who in 1988 decided of their own accord to proclaim their own state, and this was a 
decision taken by the Palestinian people as a whole. It was subject to a majority vote 
because there was not unanimous consent, but even those who opposed agreed to be bound 
by a majority vote, a vote by the majority, and in 1988 they unilaterally proclaimed their 
own state. in a declaration of independence, and this unilateral declaration of independence 
eventually led to the Palestinian state being recogniz.ed today by one hundred twenty-five 
(125) nation states in the world. Now, you don't read about that much here in the United 
States, because the United States government is one of the few governments in the world to 
oppose the Palestinian State. But almost all of Latin America. Africa. Asia, recognize the 
existence of the state of Palestine. Again, indigenous people. like Native Hawaiians, 
striving for their right of self-detetn1ination. And indeed the Palestinians have the requisite 
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Cnampa1gn. IL ·018:0 
:1, 333-0931 
21, 244-i473 :a= 
February 2 , 1994 
The document attached is an uncorrected version of a verbatim 
transcript of a speech delivered by me in 1ff':l capacity as an expert 
on international law, on the legal significance of Public Law 103-
150 (U.S. apology to Native Eawaiians) a~ the invitation of and 
: .~· before the E'.awa.i' ian Sovereignty Advisory Commission at Mable Smyth 
Ball, Honolul.u, · O'ahu, Eawai'i, on 28 December 1993. This 
uncorrected version was not prepared by me, but! am in the process 
of preparing a corrected versior-. When a corrected copy is 
finished, I am prepared to make it available to you. I am also 
willing to testify personally on these matters under oat~, proviaed 
I am reasonably compensated for expenses incurred in the process. 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me 
directly as indicated above. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Francis A. Boyle 
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901. Redress for Breach of International Law 
902. Interstate Claims and Remedies 
903. International Court of Justice 
904. Interstate Arbitration 
905. Unilateral Remedies 
906. Private Remedies for Violation of International Law 
907. Priv~te Remedies for Violation of International Law: Law of the 
United States 
Introductory Note: 
Remedies in international law are not as developed as remedies 
in the domestic law of most states, but both the principles and the 
modes of relief are similar. A state that has violated an interna-
tional obligation is :required to terminate the wrongful conduct and. 
in appropriate cases, to provide restitution, to restore the status 
auo ante, to render specific performance of an undertaking, or to 
pay compensation. See § 901. Acknowledgment of the violation 
and an apology are also a common remedv. For most injuries 
restoration is the preferred remedy, with compensation as an alter-
native. In case of a violation of an international agreement(§ 301), 
the injured party may suspend or terminate the agreement or seek 
specific performance, money damages, or other redress. See § 335 
and Comment e. For some treaty obligations special remedies may 
be provided, e.g., withdrawal of equivalent concessions for viola-
tions of GA'IT obligations. See §§ 806(3) and 807(1). In different 
circumstances different remedies may be pursued simultaneously 
or successively. Legal and political remedies may be pursued at 
the same time. 
Most disputes involving a claim of violation of international law 
are resolved by negotiation. The general expectation of states that 
legal obligations will be observed tends to promote such resolution. 
If negotiations do not result in a settlement, there may be resort to 
a third party for assistance, an advisory opinion, or binding deci-
sion. Such reference to a third party may be either ad hoc or · 
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pursuant to prior agreement. The International Court of Justice 
provides a permanent forum for resolving international disputes 
- between states, but only if the parties agree to submit a particular 
dispute to the Court or had previously agreed to accept the Court's 
jurisdiction over a category ·of disputes that includes the particular 
dispute. See § 903. Interstate arbitration is common and resem-
bles international adjudication, except that parties to the dispute 
are free to choose the arbitrators, the procedure, and the law to be 
applied. See § 904; compare § 487, Reporters' Notes 1-6, for 
commercial arbitration. In many instances, states prefer to settle 
their disputes in a political forum rather than by legal processes 
and in accordance with legal principles, and the international politi-
cal system provides a variety of procedures for this purpose. See 
§ 902, Comment d and Reporters' Note 5. 
In some circumstances the 1t;ctim state is entitled to take some 
peaceful measures of self-help-to regain what was unlawfully 
taken, to reduce or repair losses, to terminate relationships, or to 
retaliate. See § 905. Self-help often promotes negotiation or third-
party resolution. The unilateral use of force, however, once com-
mon as a remedy for violations of international law, is now prohibit-
ed by the Charter of the United Nations except in special circum-
stances. See § 905, Comment g. 
Although the international community has no organized crimi-
nal law system, collective action against aggression under the aegis 
of the United Nations or of a regional organization is a possible 
remedy for that particular violation of international law, and inter-
··national law requires states to refrain from recognizing territorial 
gains resulting from such aggression. See § 202(2) and Comment 
e; § 210, Reporters' Note 7. States sometimes respond collectively 
to other serious violations of international law . 
Generally, only the state that is the victim of a breach of an 
international obligation has standing to make a formal claim or to 
resort to third-party settlement procedures. Some international 
obligations, however, are erga omnes (to all st.ates), and as to these 
any state may pursue a remedy. Many obligations under interna-
tional law benefit private persons, see Part VII, but the principal 
remedies for violation of these obligations are interstate only; 
international private remedies for violations of international law are 
still rare. See §§ 906, 907. Private persons, and sometimes states, 
may obtain redress for a violation of an international obligation 
under state law and in state tribunals. Ibid. See also §§ 111(2) 
and 115. Exhaustion of available domestic remedies is often re-
quired before a formal international claim may be made. See 









Sovereign Nation State 
of 
Hawai'i 
January 16, 1994 
This English version shall be construed 
in its entirety as an unofficial document. 
Only the 'Olelo Hawai'i Makuahine version shall be recognized as official 
for the Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i. 
• TODAY, We the Kanaka Maoli [Native Hawaiians], proclaim our Right of self-
determination as a People in accordance with Article 1 (section 2) of the United 
Nations Charter, and join the World Community of States as an Independent and 
Sovereign Nation State. We hereby re-establish our Independent and Sovereign 
Nation of HawaVi, that was illegally taken from the Kanaka Maoli on January 17, 
1893. 
• By virtue of our Right to self-determination, we the Kanaka Maoli claim the Right 
to freely determine our political status and freely pursue our economic, social and 
cultural development in accordance with common Article 1 of the International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the International Covenant on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli claim our Right for our own ends, to freely control and 
dispose of our natural wealth and resources; including our lands and our waters 
without prejudice to any obligations arising out _of international economic 
cooperation based upon the principle of mutual benef~t ;µ,d international law. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli claim all our Land, Natural Wealth , Resources, Minerals, 
and Waters, which have always resided and will always reside within the hands 
of the Kanaka Maoli, to be ours forever, under communal land tenure. 
• Ka Pae 'Aina 'o Hawai'i Nei [The Hawaiian Archipelago] comprises 132 islands, 
reefs and shoals, stretching 1,523 miles (2,451 kilometers) southeast to northwest 
across the Tropic of Cancer between 154 40' and 178 25' W longitude and 18 54' to 
28 15' N Latitude, consisting of a total land area of approximately 6,425 square 
miles (16,642 square kilometers), including 1 percent of less than six square miles 
of Land area, made up of islands off the shores of the main islands and the 
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands, from Kure Atoll in the North to Nihoa in the 
South, also Palmyra Island, Midway and Wake Islands, and all Lands resided in 
by the Kanaka Maoli, since time immemorial. The Hawaiian Islands form an 
Archipelago, which extends over a vast area of the Pacific Ocean , possessing a 12 
mile Territorial Sea, and the 200 mile Exclusive Economic Zone, in accordance 
with generally recognized Standards of International Law. 
• In the Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i lives the Kanaka Maoli. We 
have resided here forever, from time immemorial. We the Kanaka Maoli are the 
original inhabitants and occupants of these Islands. We have always been in 
possession of our Land and are entitled to re-establish our Independent and 
Sovereign Nation. 
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• The current citizens of the Independent and Sovereign Nation of HawaVi consist 
of all those who are descendants of the Kanaka Maoli prior to the arrival of the 
first westerners in 1778, and those persons, and their descendants who have lived 
in Hawai'i prior to the Illegal Overthrow, invasion and occupation of January 17, 
1893, in the area which now constitutes the Archipelago of the Independent and 
Sovereign Nation of HawaVi. 
• The Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i will establish procedures for 
according citizenship by means of naturalization to all people who are habitual 
residents of Hawaii as of today's date. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli fully support and subscribe to all of the Rights of the 1948 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. We will honor and uphold these rights 
for our people and for all people. 
• The Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i adheres to the generally 
recognized principles of International Law, including the terms of the United 
Nations Charter. We will apply for membership -in the United Nations 
Organization. We will conclude other international treaties and agreements at the 
appropriate time. In the meantime, we call upon the foreign military occupation 
forces in the Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i to withdraw from our 
Sovereign Territory immediately. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli have maintained our close relationship to the 'Aina [Land] 
and with all of nature, through practices spiritual and wholistic in nature that are 
in harmony with natural law. The 'Aina is sacred to us and sustains us. 
• Prior to the first European invasion of 1778, Hawai'i was known to have a highly 
evolved culture and system of government. Our customs and traditional practices, 
based on a communal land tenure system, respected and empowered the Kupuna 
[Elders] as Keepers of Wisdom and Knowledge in a highly organized self-
sufficient and sustainable social system. The Kupuna were always consulted to 
maintain order and to ho'oponopono [resolve conflict and make things right]. 
• Kanaka Maoli practice traditional customs and cultural protocol within our 
present day governmental structure. The 'Aha Kupuna [Council of Elders] is 
based on mutual respect, traditional practice, and family order. Kupuna 
consultation on decisions affecting the Nation of Hawai'i is regarded as the basis 
of all authority and principle as handed down through generations of teachings. 
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• Kanaka Maoli have maintained over time a unique form of justice and social 
order rooted in the practice of Natural Law. This practice is commonly known 
and exercised by many Kanaka Maoli who have a deep spiritual connection to 
nature. We the Kanaka Maoli believe that all qualities of life, animate or 
inanimate, are created, evolved and dissolved in the Kameananaihana [Creator] 
• We the Kanaka Maoli respectfully continue to seek the guidance and consultation 
of our Kupuna. Be it Spiritually, Mentally, Physically, Socially or Politically we 
consult our Kupuna in all decisions that affect our lives. This natural respect for 
our Kupuna helps restore and protect the customs and teachings of our culture. 
We look to the wisdom of our Kupuna to keep our language and knowledge from 
being further exploited, desecrated and driven toward eventual extinction. For all 
the above reasons and to demonstrate our love and trust for our Kupuna, the 
Kupuna Council serves as the Provisional Government of the Independent and 
Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i. 
• Kanaka Maoli have endured, unto genocide, historical injustices and criminal 
complicity which compose a dark chapter in our lives over the past two centuries, 
harmful to the realization of human rights for all people. We have come··to realize 
that in the course of these modem times we must strengthen our undying love 
and sacred bonds with the Spirit of our beloved and sacred 'Aina. 
• Ancient teachings passed down to present generations of Kanaka Maoli by 
Kupuna, teach us that Aloha 'Aina [Love of the Land] is the heart, intelligence and 
spirit required to live in balance with oneself and with the whole of nature. We 
must protect our sacred' Aina from further invasion and exploitation and liberate 
it from alien destructive forces. We must work tirelessly to preserve and protect 
our Cultural Heritage for future generations and save our people from the 
devastation of extinction. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli continue to exercise and practice our cultural heritage, 
inhabit our lands, and peacefully resist the unlawful rule of foreign occupying 
powers. We have had our inalienable right to self determination, Independence, 
and statehood denied by foreign occupation. We have never surrendered our 
Sovereignty despite the continued subjection, domination and exploitation by the 
forces of said occupying foreign powers and their continuing attempt to usurp our 
inalienable right to self-determination, Independence and Sovereignty. 
• 101 years ago our National Identity, Land, Resources, and right to Sovereignty 
over our Territory were violated, and our peaceful People were overthrown by the 
invasion of foreign powers, who continue to occupy, exploit and destroy our way 
of life. 
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• The time has come for all the world to recognize that We, the Kanaka Maoli can 
no longer tolerate the abuse and miscarriage of justice perpetrated by the illegal 
entities currently in power in the State of Hawai'i. Well recognized principles of 
International Law have been and continue to be violated in Hawai'i. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli unite this day at the 'lolani Palace and do solemnly recall 
the last days and tragic overthrow of our Kingdom . We gather today in respect for 
the spirit of our beloved Kupuna, Queen Lili'uokalani and to honor and fulfill her 
commitment to restore the rights of our people. We stand today as living 
testimony to her everlasting endurance against foreign powers who committed 
inhumane acts of aggression and force, including threats of loss of life and 
imprisonment. Historical documents verify that these cruel and criminal actions 
were carried out in violation of numerous treaties, compacts of good faith, and 
principles of international custom and law. Furthermore, we stand united today 
as a living demonstration that her Love of Truth and her Love for her people has 
never faltered and that those who stand for truth and justice, shall prevail now 
and fOt"ever. · 
• We the Kanaka Maoli here today in flesh and in Spirit, share and celebrate the-
eternal Aloha and commitment to justice so perfectly embodied by our beloved -
Queen Lili'uokalani . It is the duty and obligation of every Kanaka Maoli, young 
and old, to stand ready to restore and defend our national rights, territorial 
integrity and independence without prejudice. We must reject and resist 
unlawful acts, injustice, criminal complicity, violence and terrorism, against our 
political independence, and summarily reject such use of violence and force 
against the territorial integrity of other peaceful states. 
• If not for those who have continued the struggle for peace, justice and honor; our 
beloved who have passed in this life and continue standing in spirit beside us 
here today . 
• If not for those who have sacrificed their families and lives; who have desired to 
go to prison, rather than be forced to adhere to unjust principles and acts, and 
have gone through the crossroads of temptation. 
• If not for those who have awaited this day; who have considered the facts and 
evidence of countless acts of oppression, subjugation and violence aimed at 
eroding the honor, dignity, pride and esteem of all Kanaka Maoli. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli have historically been the victims of crimes against 
humanity and genocide, as defined by the Nuremberg Charter and Genocide 
Convention. 
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• We the Kanaka Maoli have the duty to heal our wounds and restore our integrity, 
for many have given their lives for us to be here today so that all Kanaka Maoli 
can once again unite and protect the future destiny of our children, our children's 
children and their heritage. 
• The Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i hereby proclaims its 
commitment to the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter. The 
Kanaka Maoli have long been recognized as a peaceful loving Nation whose 
people chose to live in peaceful co-existence with other peaceful Nation States. 
·The Nation of Hawai'i is founded upon the timeless values and expressions of 
Aloha, liberty, equality, truth, justice, and respect for the Inalienable Rights of all 
Humanity. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli pledge that our commitment will continue until the illegal 
occupation ends, the revival of the culture of our Independent and Sovereign 
Nation of Hawafi has been fortified, the Aloha Spirit is once again fully restored, 
and the Spirit of Justice, Freedom and Liberation shall once again bring Peace On 
. Earth for all Humanity. We call upon the Kanaka Maoli, and upon all Nations of 
:..the World, to unite, declare and proclaim that the Inalienable Sovereignty of the 
Nation State of Hawai'i is now fully restored and functional. By these actions 
may all people recognize that the Free, Sovereign and Independent Nation State 
of Hawai'i is the homeland of the Kanaka Maoli now and forever. 
• The Kupuna in General Council Assembled acting upon the Authority to preserve 
and to forevermore cultivate the Heritage and Culture of the Kanaka Maoli as 
recognized and vested in the Aha Kuka O Ka Ohana, do solemnly publish, declare 
and proclaim that the Independent and Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i is hereby 
free and absolved from any and all unlawfully imposed political connections with 
any other Nation State. Be Aware that any and all parties who continue to 
disregard the Principles and Rule of Law governing the conduct of Nations and 
who by force and acts of unwarranted aggression violate and inhibit the free 
expression of the people of the Hawaiian Nation, do so at the expense of 
committing heinous crimes against all Humanity. All such parties operating in 
the illegal State of Hawaii now illegally occupy our Sovereign Territory. 
• We the Kanaka Maoli have therefore concluded that these facts are self-evident, 
that to continue under any colonial regime would cause further destruction and 
eventual extinction of our Culture and People. We, the Kanaka Maoli mutually 
agree and pledge Our Lives, Our Fortunes and Our Sacred Honor, in the Spirit of 
Aloha, to uphold Our firm commitment to the laws of God and of man which 
protect the inalienable rights of all people to live in perpetual peace and in the 
Spirit of Aloha. 
• Done this sixteenth day of January, nineteen hundred and ninety-four. 
s 
Group declares Hawaiian ind~pendence 
· - . .. . . ; .- •! _..':" 8--;{='!{··•~ :_•~r_....;.; .  ,:.~r..l:.···•,·'::: .. · :tJ •• Adveruae, pnotoa Cly c.,,y t.. . r-
!-1waiian sovereignty supporters march down Mililani Street Man in downtown. Honot~~~ on their way to lolam Palace rally. 
400 gather at rally .9~--p~a~~ grounds 
Br Jou Yoshishige 
.-'..;•,miser St3ff Writer 
Jhana Council members yes-
:1!:-day declared independence 
::-:,m the United States for all 
~.:ave Hawaiians. saying it was 
:.-.e most important step in re-
i~ :ring the Hawaiian Kingdom 
·J ~rthrown 101 years ago t.tJday. 
·The kanaka maoli (Hawaiian 
?•:Jple) proclaim !)l.lr right of 
;e:~-determinatlon as a people in 
a.:-.:ardance With ... the United 
~.1tions Charter and· join : the 
w~rld community ai states, .as an 
:r. ::ependent · and sovereign na-
:.:·:n state,· Ohana CounCll :xnem-
C-<"!' Iaukea Bright read from ·a 
p~x.lamauon. . . . .. 
:.i. response, ·cheers er-upted 
f.· >m a crowd estill1ated.,.by. po-
:ic e ta be about 400 gathered on 
:.!:e gratmds oi Iolani Palace·· dur-
.r.5 yesterday 's He Hawaii. Au 
:t:.:irclt and rally .. Event organiz-
~=-s said more than 400 were 
:!:a!e. 
:'he sovereignty inovement is 
:..!. about "making a wrong right 
;r::i returning what nghtfully be-
longs ta Hawaiians,· par-
ticipant Nohea Maika'I 
s.ud at the evenL 
Chana Councll leader 
Dennis "Bumpy" Kana-
hele told the crowd, "The 
proclamation came from 
upstairs, it didn ' t came 
Crom (me) ... it d.ldn"t 
came irom (the Chana 
Council) per se, it came 
from akua, from the spir-
iL" 
Just a week ago. Kana· 
hele resigned from the 
20·member Hawaiian 
Sovereignty Conurussion, 
wluch was established 
last year by the Legisla-
·~• .. 
ture to recommend. a pro- . 
cess by which Hawaiians · Ohana Councir leader Dennis "Bumpy" 
could work ou~ the na- Kanahele embraces sovereignty support-
ture and fq~ ot s~e er •awn Wasson during yesterday's rally. 
they are seeking. · . · · 
Kanahele; who claims the By Kanahele's estimate, there 
loosely knit Ohana Council rep- .ar:e as many as ,300 Hawaiian 
resents _nearly 7,000 members, sovereignty support groups at 
urg~ other,,members .oi the Sov- ·ptesent. He acknowledged that 
ereignty · Commission to resign some sovereignty groups still' 
an the· premise that the panel disagree over how they enVision 
has . !10 legal" .basis to exist. ·· the- sovereign: Hawaiian nation, 
but said events like yesterday ·; 
will build unity. 
Mililani Trask, 1.,-:a aina - go·.· 
emar - of the Ka Lahw Hawill! 
sovereignty group, said the d~-
laration is merely a state:nen:. 
not a form of govemrnent . A: 
least three similar dedarauo:::; 
have been issued during the pas;:. 
20 years, none oi them resu!ur.g 
in any substantial change for :-:a-
tive Hawaiians, Trask saui 
Ka Lahui Hawaii 1s holding 
ceremonies of its awn beg,.nnmg 
at 8:30 a.m.. today at Iolaru Pal-
ace ta mark the 101st annive!'sa-
rJ oi the monarchy 's overthrow . 
In the Ohana Council procla-
mation, the Hawaiians c!aime~ 
"all the land. natural wealth. re· 
sources, minerals and wate!'s· 
that had previously be!onged :c 
them, and called on m1hta::· 
forces based here ta "wtthd..-a.w 
tmmediately . ~ 
. But in an Adverttser interV'lew 
aiter the oraclamation was reaa. 
Kanahele ·conceded that chanize 
will iiot be instant because the 
• See Independence, Page A8 
~ . 
AS· Monday, January 17, 1994 TheHon~uloAdvermer 
! - ,; . . . . 
jltif;lependence: Grotip ··wants. 
t . ~ .. ·, ... .. .. . ,: .. - . . __ :.. . . . .. -:i .·: .. . .. J• ~ ,.• • ...... - . •--- .... ~ ~ , .,.,,: "--- : 
fate to hinge on self-detenninatior 
:FROM PAGE ONE 
,U.S. and state governments 
:won't just leave. 
; Whether Hawaiians should 
'COntinue to pay state and fed-
eral taxes or obey existing 
)aws has yet '"to be deter-
nned," he said. 
' 
"Congress is effec;iv~iy conceding now th~-
the (statehood) vote i~·.m~aningless, as a 
matter of international law and United 
States domestic law.~, 
'. ~ 
-Francis Bo 
- .. Professor of international law, University of llliA!. 
t "'While some suggested models 
of a sovereign Hawaiian nation 
have included nation-within-a-
pijtion status similar to Ameri-
can rJndian reservations, The ian Home Lands and the Office .'';,Congr~ss is eff ecti,;ely ctr. 
•Jndependent and Sovereign Na- of Hawaiian Affairs. ceding now that the {s.tatehoro) 
tipn of Hawaii encompasses the The department was created vote is · meaningless, as a IIB ' 
entire Hawaiian archipelago. by Congress in 1920 to place ter of international ·1aw· a 
f"Its citizens consist of descen- native Hawaiians on 187;000 United States domesti~ ,lav.. 
cients of'Hawa.iians ·-who lived acres of land across the state. · he ' said. "So ·you're nQt -bour ... 
b,i_:these·~islands prior · to the OHA was created by the J978 -:,by "it ; Bather, -rm suggestirr. 
first contact with westerners in state- constitutional convention ·you're· ·.now free · fa determ i. 
1778 .and others who lived here Jo 9~velop and coordinate pi::o-_ .. :,ciur_;· q'!ll~ fate pur_sti~( ;~ :.t .. 
be!ore ·the illegal overthrow of ·grams to improve conditions :· p~cip!e of , __ selfgete~ _~atig~. 
lraii.:17 ·-1893. for Hawaiians. _: .: : ·._ · .. -~.;.·;<mahele · '.lilcened yest~rday 
f f,A.·fii~fu_ralization prosedure Both exist illegally ~sed -~n· :: pr9~rc@~ti~ri '10·a:· ~~hiel_c,i" _OVE 
P,lll. be_ e$blished for •non-Ha- the Ohana Council members' L.:, - :,t. ::· _· : Ha wai~ans, 
,ialians,,:ji,1)<1: are ha~~°"! ;esi: interpretation of the (/i.9,/!_ral ·. ,,. . blanket , clai!ll 
aenis - ·.of:. ' Hawau 1as · of ·government's November apolo- · '?-. , ~ ,that will pr e 
(yest~r~ay))·date," Bright ~aid. · gy for participating in the "'1893 · "·~ vent the stae 
l~AJ.£ .Ol!ri9!1gf ku.Pffna_ f~la~rs) overthrow, Kanal_le,le said..~; :.~.· ~ _ qi:-·u.s. __ g9verl'"' 
~,:<s~~1~ -the )!?_!i~r(f 'jii'cr-, ; That apology resulted µi,_~es-· >ment · from latf 
vis!o1~~~g~rnrq_';~t .~Y,pJJ1:::the terday's proclamation, -~hich :~ ·say_1ng-::_:•Hawai-
~~f~~S::<;.Q1?V~.U-~::..a :const{t~: __ .was crafted with the he1p_~)?f.': 'ians · had failed 
~e,;~?,g~en~S!i:1:; ~-~f:F. · r -~rancis . Boyle, ·a profe~sQf ::~f '· !tp-:~~Kf -~d:v~ 
'il tll' .. !h!~~:tiel~ ,11.agenda J§ . to mternatlonal la'Y at the·:T[~n~} .:t~~e .. ~?( _·t}'.1e: 
pteet":-w:it:t;;:~::Go~: -John Waihee versity of Illinois. r: !•.:'"'' ': J ~ -~ ~-·... ·:' -~·:.:.,.:.:· -:..:.::~r1ght.::·:to ·:.seli· 
· ;.to-is-et1~~cer.t~itl provisions Boyle who spoke in H~~oiui. :1~~~-~'!c~;-::-:r~·- _:=·:~ciet~nrutja'.tiori . 
. . ffia( 4\ve~ea:.."lrfglit now so-we I . ·1 t-' · . •.1..:_ 'aid th t· , .: .• , .• ,.!:· . .-~-M!l».!h·~:.'\.,., .. , ·.~::.•,! l:~A' ,.:·.=-p••_..h:::,_-, 
\ , : - ~ -:-, • .i. ,,,_,. .. • :-.:; .... ,-;. - ~-. .. • • u as monu,, s a 1n ap arc . organizer . o .. , o d.A t:. 
· -,~ ~!~-l~~~~YP.?,1;1.!l~.--gomg,"_ he pr01?ing. the __ ·apology, _ <J,lle ~foP\lQ.~r~.:0£.:.r~e.-.I';J'atioii :of .Ku: 
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f Chana Council . 
• I• • I t ' # 
d8clares - independence 
0 Declaration not 
likely to result in 
any action, however 
years have failed to result in §Whether Hawaiians shoul~sional government until Ha-
substaptfal changes for Ha- ontinue to obey existing Jaws waiians convene a constitutional 
wailan!f, Trask said. and pay taxes will be decided convention, be said. 
Dennis "Bumpy" Kanahele, ter, Kanahele said 
leader of the Ohana Council, The first order of business for 
HONOLULU (AP) - A de- conceded after the rally that the newly proclaimed nation is 
claration of independence from drew $Orne 400 people to the to set up a meeting with Gov. 
the United States has been pro- palace that there will be no im§ John Waihee to discuss such 
claimed for Hawailans by th~edlate change because federa issues as office space to be used 
Chana Council. and state governments won't by a council of elders, which 
A proclamation declulng Ha- simply leave. will serve 1as the nation's provJ-
w aJJ ans' right to self----------------------......----
determination was read at lolani 
Palace on Sunday, the day be-
fore the 101st anniversary of the 
overthrow of the Hawaiian 
monarchy. 
The proclamation read by 
Ohana Council member Iaukea 
Bright said Hawaiians "join the 
· world community of states as an 
independent and sovereign na-
tion state." 
Mililani Trask of the sove-
reignty group Ka Labui Hawaii 
commented that the proclama-
tion of independence was 
merely a statement, rather than a 
form of government. 
... At least three similar declara-
tio~s issued over the past 30 
"·~ ,·, i -Uf e,u,Je:. 
' - \2>-q~ 
• I 
PUBLIC LAW lQ0-606- NOV. 4, 1088 
Public Low 100-606 
102 STAT . 3045 
100th Congress 
An Act 
To im11lcmcnl lho, lnlcrnnlinnol f',cmv«-ntion nn lhc l'ro,vcnlinn nnd l'uni•hmo,nt or 
UeruJCitlc 
Be it enacted b:, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Co11gns11 assembled, 
SEf TION I. SIIOllT TITI.E. 
This Act may be cited as lhe "Genocide Convention lmplemenln• 
lion Act or 1987 (lhe Proxmire Acll" . 
sr.c . 2. TITl,F. Ill AIIF.Nn11n:NTS. 
(al h~ GENF.RAl~- Parl I or title I 8, Uni led Stales Code, is amended 




111!1:.! E•clualve rcmcdiCll. 
Jtl!J:I. Oelinltlon, 
"§ 1091. Genocide 
"(al BABIC OFFENSE.- Whoever, whether in lime or pence or in 
lime or war, In a circumstance described in subsection (d) and with 
lhe apecllic Intent lo destroy, in whole or in substantial porl, a 
notional, ethnic, racial, or religious group as auch-
"(l) kills members orthat group; 
"(21 couaes serious bodily lnjur1 to members of lhot group; 
"(S) causes the permanent impairment of the mental raculllce 
or members or lhe group through drugs, torture, or similar 
techniques; 
"(41 subjects the group to conditions of lire thnl ore intended 
lo cause the physical destruction or the group in whole or in 
parl; 
"(5) imposes measures intended lo prevent births within the 
grouP.;or 
"lb) tronsfers by force children or lhe group lo another group; 
or otlempla lo do so, shall be punished as provided in subsection (bl. 
"lb} PUNISHMENT FOR BASIC Orn:NSE.-The punishment for on 
offense under subsection (al is-
"(l) in the cnse of on offense under subsection (nXll, a fine of 
not more lhon $1,000,000 and imprisonment for life; and 
"(21 o fine or nol more than $1,000 ,000 or imprisonment for 
not more lhon twenty years, or bolh, in any olher case. 
"(cJ INCITEMENT OFFENSE.- W110ever in a circumslonce described 
in subsection (d) directly and publicly Incites another lo viola\'; 
subsection (al shall be fined not more than $500,000 or lmprisonetl 
not more thon live years, or both . 
"Id) REQUIRED CIRCUMSTANCE FOR OFFENSES.-The circumstance 
referred lo in subsections (ol and Cc) is lhat -
29-139 0 - 08 (606) 





Act or I 987 (the 
Pro,rmlre Acll. 
18 USC 1091 
note. 
102 STAT. 3046 PUBLIC LAW 100-606- NOV. 4, 1988 
"(11 the offense is committed within the United Stoles; or 
"(21 the alleged offender is a nolionol of the United Stoles (as 
derincd in section 101 or the Immigration and Notionnlily Act 11! 
U.S.C. I IOI)). 
"le) NoN,urt.1CABIUTY OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONs .- Nolwilhstnnd• 
ing section 3282 or this title, in the case or an offense under 
subsection (o)( 1 ), an indictment may be found, or informotion in• 
slituted, al any lime without limitation . 
"II 109%. Exclusive remedies 
"Nothing in this chopter shall be construed os precluding the 
application or Stale or local laws to the conduct proscribed by this 
chapter, nor shall anything In this chapter be construed as creating 
any substantive or procedural right enforceable by law by any porty 
In any proceeding. 
"II 1093. Definlllona 
"Aa used in this chapter -
"(l) the term 'children' means the plural and means individ-
uals who have not attained the age or eighteen years; 
"(2) the term 'ethnic group' means a set or individuals whose 
identity as such is distinctive in terms or common culturol 
traditions or heritage; 
"(3) the term 'incites' means urges another to engage im• 
minently In conduct in circumstances uqdcr which there is o 
subslantiol likelihood of imminently cousing such conduct; 
"(4) the term 'members' meons the pLurar, 
"(51 the term 'notional group' meons o set of individuals 
whose identity as such is distinctive in terms or notionolity or 
notional origins ; 
"(6) the term 'racial group' meons o set of individuols whose 
identity as such is distinctive In terms of physicol charocteris -
tics or biological descent; 
"(7, the term 'religious ,roup' mcons a set of Individuals 
whose Identity oa 11uch la distinctive in terma or common reli• 
gious creed, beliefs, doctrlne11, practices, or ritual11; and 
"(8) the term 'substantial part' means a part of a group or 
such numerical significance thot the destruction or Joss of that 
port would cause the destruction of the group as a vioble entity 
within the nation or which such group is a part." . 
PUBLIC LAW 100- 606- NOV. 4, 1988 102 STAT. so• 
lb) C1.r.a1cA1 . AMENPMENT.- The table or chapters al the beginning 
of port I of title 18, United Stales Code, ls amended by Inserting 
oiler the item relating to chapter 50 the following new item: 
"51,\ , Genndde 
Approved November 4, 1988. 
LEOISLATIVE IIISTORY-S 1851 lfl .R. 42431: 
SENATE REPORTS: No. 100•!139 (Comm. on the Judiciary). 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Vol 134 119881: 
Del 14, co111fdered and p•-d Senato. 
Ocl. 19, cop•ldered and PMled House. 
WEEKLY COMRILATION OF' rRF.SIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, Vol 24 (19881: 
Nov 4, Proeldenllal remark, . 
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SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII 
A LII OLANI HA L E 
CHAMBERS OfZ 
RONAl.O T V MOON 
CMIEP JUSTICt! 
December 10, 1993 
l\ilr. Dennis Kanahele 
41-275 Nakini Street 
Waimanalo, Hawai'i 96795 
Dear 1"lr. Kanahele: 
P O BOX 256 0 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96804 
On behalf of Hawai'i's Judiciary, we wish to extend our appreciation for · you~, 
and your associates', participation at the recent Hawai'i State Judicial 
Conference. The presentation concerning Hawaiian sovereignty issues was very 
informative and helped our judges understand many of the very sensitive issues 
you discussed. We know that you share our concern for Hawai'i's future and we 
are confident that your participation in this conference will greatly assist 
developing a cooperative relationship between the Judiciary and the individuals 
you represent. If there is anything we can assist you with, please let us know. 
Very truly yours, 
~ 
Chief Justice 
~tt Judg Daniel G. Heely 
For the Office of the A · istrative 
Director of the Courts 
SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII 
ALIIOLANI HALE 
RONALD TY . MOON 
CNl&JI' JUSTIC& 
The Honorable John Waihee 
Gcve.."'1!.or t State ~f Haw2i'i 
State Office Tower 
235 South Beretania Street 
Honolulu, Hawai'i 96813 
Dear Governor Waihee: 
P 0. BOX 2560 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96804 
December 10, 1993 
On behalf of Hawai'i's Judiciary, we wish to extend our appreciation for the assistance 
of the Department of Public Safety's Marc Oley, Frederick Caminos, the Department of 
Accounting and General Services' Tomi Chong, and the Office of State Planning's Heidi 
Meeker for their presentation at the recent Hawai'i State Judicial Conference. These 
individuals, along with Dennis Kanahele of the 'Ohana Council, were instrumental in a 
presentation to Hawai'i's judges concerning the many important issues associated with 
the Hawaiian sovereignty movement. The presentation was very informative and 
directly addressed many of the sensitive issues that are coming to our courts more and 
more frequently. In light of the busy work schedules of each of the Executive Branch 
representatives mentioned above, we sincerely appreciated their taking the time to meet 
with our judges. 
Very truly yours~ 
~ 
Ronald T. Y. Moon 
Chief Justice 






Office of the Aqmm1stra11ve Director of the Courts 
The Jud iciary • State oi Hawau 
January 28, 1994 
l\ilr. Bumpy Kanahele, O'ahu 'Ohana Representative 
'Ohana Council of the Independent and 
Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i 
41-275 Nakini Street 
Waimanalo, Hawai'i 96795 
Dear l\'Ir. Kanahele: 
Post Office Box 2560 Honolulu. Hawau 96304 
Thank you for your letter of January 11, 1994. We appreciate your sending this 
information to the Hawai'i Judiciary. If there is any other information you 
would like to send to us, such as the standard operating procedures that members 
of the 'Ohana Council follow when they come to any of our courts, please feel 
free to do so. Such materials would help ~ur judges and court staff better 
understand the procedures that they should expect to occur in these types of 
cases. I am looking forward to our meeting on February 2, 1994. If there is 
anything else I can assist you with in the meantime, please let me know. 
VeryGt~. 
JUD~ DANJELr~ELY 
FOR THE OFF1CE OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
DIRECTOR OF THE COURTS 
c: Chief Justice Ronald T. Y. Moon 
Office of the Admi_nistratjve Director of the Courts - THE JUDICIARY • STATE OF HAWAl'I 
417 SOUTH KING STREET • AU'IOI.ANI HALE • HONOLUL, HAWAl'I 96813- 2912 • TELEPHONE (808) 539-4900 • FAX 539-4855 
Daniel G. Heely 
IUDGE FIRST CIRCUIT COURT 
Clyde W. Namu'o 
DEPUTY ADIA!IIISTRATIVE 0IRErfOA 
February 24, 1994 
Kahilihiwa Kipapa, Kupuna Wahine 
Kekula Bray, Administrator 
'Aha Kupuna '0 Maui 
270 Lalo Street, #104B_ 
Kahului, Hawai'i 9673.! .· 
Dear Kahilihiwa Kipapa and Kekula Bray: 
Thank you for your February 18, 1994 invitation to attend the 'Aha Hui Na 
Kupuna No Ea gathering March 4, 5 and 6, 1994. I am very sorry that I will not 
be able to attend. I do offer my best wishes for the many important topics to be 
discussed at that time. 
Mahalo, again, for being so kind to invite me. 
Ver/ ;ruly yours 
~~75/it: 
JtJDGE D~~~ELY 
FOR THE OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
DIRECTOR OF THE COURTS 
Office of the Administrative Director of the Courts - THE JUDICIARY • STATE OF HAWAl'I 
417 SOUTH KING STREET • Au'IOLANI HALE • HONOLULU, HAWAl'I 96813-2912 • TELEPHONE (808) 539-4900 • FAX 539-4855 
Daniel G. Heely 
JUDGE. FIRST CIRCUIT COURT 
Clyde W. Namu'o 
DEPUTY ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTOR 
March 24, 1994 
Mr. Bumpy Kanahele 
'Ohana Council of the Independent and 
Sovereign Nation of Hawai'i 
41-275 Nakini Street 
Waimanalo, Hawai'i 96795 
Dear Mr. Kanahele: 
I have received your recent correspondence concerning your selection as the Appointed 
Alaka'i. I wish you well in that position. I am sure that you will have many 
responsibilities to oversee and that you will do your best to carry out your duties 
sincerely. As I mentioned in the past, I am not able to interfere with any pending court 
cases in Hawai'i's Judiciary. Since our courts are established for the fair resolution of 
many issues affecting many different people throughout Hawai'i, it would not be proper 
for me to attempt to intervene in or interfere with any pending cases. I continue to 
offer you my best wishes and I will always be available for meetings or communications 
from you. 
If there is anything else I can do to assist you, please let me know. 
Mahalo. 
Ver truly yours, 
; / . /I ,( / /( 
/ r~ t~e,,- ~,; -!_c_Vll 
JUDGE DANIEL G. 'HEEltY 
FOR THE OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
DIRECTOR OF THE COURTS 
- . 03-04-94 01:34PM FRoM ScNAiuR AKA~  oG Tu J!duoo, ,u~Y4 r uu .. .. 
WASHtlliQTGH Dmt:I! 
720 HAIST SIIIAH On,n 
11111\DI .. 
W ... N•-• 0C 20110 
, _ 1202) 22•.-:111 
1t0Mou,u, orftec 
tinittd ~tatt.s oSmatt 
WASHINGTON. DC 201510-1103 
M1111111: 
C()MMITT'<S r.lN l'N,ltl'IY .AMO 
NATURAi. IIISOUIIC!S 
COMMfTTR ON COVf/lNl,lfNTAL AHAi AS 
CO""-""U ON VETERANS' Al'FAIIIS 
SILICT COMMITTEE OH INOIAN .UPAl,.S 
:1104 l'IUNCI JO"U !CUNIO 
ICAIAMAMAOU ,_ lutlOIIIO 
PQ.-IOIU 
-IIW, Ht I O•IIO 
T~ IIOII 1-41-2134 
March 4, 1994 
Chana Council 
270 L«lo Street 
Suite 104B 
Kahului, Hawaii 96732 
Dear Friends: 
It ia a pleasure for me to wish you my warmest aloha at the 
Ohana Council's Flrat Plenary Session of the 'Aha Kupuna for the 
Independent and Soverei-gn Nation of Hawaii. 
!ndeed, ~hore are no ea~y answers to the resolution of 
Native Hawaiian claims against the State and Federal governments 
for actions and implication• arising from the 1893 overthrow of 
the Hawaiian monarchy and the 1898 annexation of Hawaij. As we 
proceed to redress paat wrongs committed against our people, 
however, we mu• t be careful that, in pursuing our objectives, we 
do not unintentionally create barriers ~o our qu~sL for justice. 
History and external influences have divided our people in the 
p••t. I cAll upon you, aa our kupuna, to never, ever, let this 
happen again. 
~or my part, I will continue to educate tha Congress and the 
American public on the history behind our cause. While I am 
pleased with the enactment of Public Law 103-150, my resolution 
offering an official apology to Native Hawaii4na on behalf of thQ 
United states for its complicity in the January 17, 1893, 
ovAr.throw of Queen Liliuokalani, a difficult road still lies 
ahead. However, the foundation for reconciliation between the 
u.s. government and the Native Hawaiian people has been laid. 
Let ua continue to follow thi• path to secure a brighter future 
for our keiki and our mo'opuna. 
I wisn you weil in your Fir~L Plenary session and encourage 
your continued openness with all of our people. 
Aloha pumehana, 
DANIEL K. AKAKA 
u.s. senator 
PAINTlO I' '' ~•~¥Cl.CD PAPSII 
